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The following correspondence is a non-final Office Action for application # 10/689.141, 
entitled: Frame for pressurized fluid apparatus , filed on 10/20/2003. Claims 1, 3-4, 6- 
12, 14-18, 21, 36, and 43-51 are pending. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .83(a). The drawings must show 
every feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the front panel 
integrally molded as one piece with the base (as disclosed in claim 21), must be shown 
or the feature(s) canceled from the clalm(s). No new matter should be entered. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
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the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

For examination purposes, the front panel will be understood to be Integral with 
the support members, as disclosed by the drawings. 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being Indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as failing to set forth 
the subject matter which applicant(s) regard as their invention. Evidence that claim 9 
fail(s) to correspond in scope with that which applicant(s) regard as the invention can be 
found in the reply filed 01/06/2006 (as disclosed in the amendments to the specification 
on pg. 1 , lines 22+). In that paper, applicant has stated that the accessory holder is 
integral with the handle, and this statement indicates that the invention is different from 
what is defined in the claim(s) because claim 9 discloses that the accessory holder is - 
integral with the base. For examination purposes, the accessory holder will be 
understood to be integral with the handle, as disclosed in the specification. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
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A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-4, 6-7, 12, 14-16, and 43-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Nolan (U.S. Patent No.: 6375437). 

Regarding claim 1 , Nolan discloses a frame, the frame comprising a base 48 that 
supports a power unit; at least one leg 62 that supports the base 48 on a surface; and a 
handle 66 configured to be used to move the frame from a first location to a second 
location, the handle 66 Including an upper end, a first support member extending 
downwardly from the upper end, the first support member forming an acute included 
angle with the base 48 and a second support member extending downwardly from the 
upper end the second support member forming an acute included angle with the base 
48; where the first and second support members are integrally molded as one piece 
with the base 48 (as seen in Figs. 1 & 4 below). 

With regards to claim 3, Nolan further discloses the frame, where the base 48 
includes at least one integral reinforcing rib 88. 

Regarding claim 4, Nolan discloses the frame, where the base 48 includes an 
aperture therein configured to receive a portion of the power unit (as shown in Fig. 4 
below). 

With regards to claim 6, Nolan discloses the frame, where the base 48 includes a 
mounting plate 54 configured to support the power unit. 

Regarding claim 7, Nolan further discloses the frame, where the at least one leg 
62 includes a plurality of legs (as shown in Figs. 1-3). 
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Regarding claim 12, Nolan discloses the frame, where the handle 66 includes a 
plurality of integral grip ridges 68. 

With regards to claim 14, Nolan discloses the frame, where the at least one leg 
62 includes a first leg and a second leg (see Figs. 1-3), where the first support member 
is substantially parallel to the first leg (at 50) and where the second support member is 
substantially parallel to the second leg (also at 50). 

Regarding claim 15, Nolan further discloses the frame, where the at least one leg 
62 includes a first leg and a second leg, where the first support member is contiguous 
with the first leg, and where the second support member is contiguous with the second 
leg (as shown in Figs. 2-3). 

With regards to claim 16, Nolan goes on to disclose the frame, where each of the 
support members forms an acute included angle with the base 48 (as shown in Fig. 4 
below). 

Regarding claim 21 , Nolan discloses the frame, further comprising a front panel 
integral with the support members. Nolan does not explicitly disclose that the front 
panel is molded to the support members. However, the panel is capable of being 
integrally molded to the support members as a matter of design choice. 

With regards to claim 43, Nolan discloses the frame, where the first support 
member has a first longitudinal axis and the second support member has a second 
longitudinal axis, where the first longitudinal axis forms an acute exterior angle with 
respect to the upper end of the handle 66, and where the second longitudinal axis forms 
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an acute exterior angle with respect to the upper end of the handle 66 (see Fig, 4 
below). 

Regarding claim 44, Nolan teaches the frame, where the upper end of the handle 
66 is integrally molded as one piece with the support members. 







support 




member 






FIG.1 
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Acute angle 




FIG. 4. 



Claims 46-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hobart 
(U.S. Patent No.: 1771889). 
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Regarding claim 46, Hobart discloses a frame comprising a base 1 tliat supports a 
power unit; at least one leg 2 that supports the base 1 on a surface; a handle configured 
to be used to move the frame from a first location to a second location, the handle 
including an upper end; and a pair of support members extending from the base 1, each 
support member having a first end 6 near the base and a second end near the upper 
end of the handle, where a first width between the respective first ends of the support 
members is greater than a second width between the respective second ends of the 
support members (as shown in Fig. 2 below). 

With regards to claim 47, Hobart further discloses the frame, where the pair of 
support members are integrally molded as one piece with the base 1. 

Regarding claim 48, Hobart goes on to disclose the frame, where the upper end 
of the handle is integrally molded as one piece with the support members. 

With regards to claim 49, Hobart discloses the frame, where the at least one leg 
2 includes a plurality of legs each having a support that engages the surface, where the 
plurality of supports define a footprint having a third width, and where the third width is 
greater than the second width. 

Regarding claim 50, Hobart discloses the frame, where the third width is greater 
than the first width. 

With regards to claim 51 , Hobart goes on to disclose the frame, further 
comprising a caster 3 coupled to the at least one leg 2. 
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Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, If the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co,, 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. . 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 8 and 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nolan in view of Raczykowski (U.S. Patent No.: 5205711). 

Regarding claim 8, Nolan is discussed above, and fails to teach support legs with 
a footprint larger than the width of the handle. Raczykowski teaches a frame 10 where 
each of the plurality of legs 38, 39 includes a support 42, 43 that engages the surface, 
where the plurality of supports 29, 30 define a footprint having a first width, and where . 
the upper end of the handle 31 has a second width less than the first width of the 
footprint. 

With regards to claims 17 and 18, Nolan is disclosed above, and fails to teach 
legs that form an obtuse angle with the base. Raczykowski teaches a frame 10, where 
the at least one leg 37 includes a first leg 38 and a second leg 39, where the first leg 38 
forms an obtuse included angle with the base 32 and where the second leg 39 forms an 
obtuse included angle with the base 32 (about axis 50). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention, to utilize the legs of Raczykowski that extend outwardly from 
the base, with the frame of Nolan, in order to absorb the forms of vibrational energy 
which have the tendency to cause blowers to "walk" or move about during operation, 
especially on wet or icy support surfaces, as taught to be desirable by Raczykowski 
(see col. 2, lines 24-29). 

Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nolan in view of Rehkugler et al. (U.S. Patent No.: D463888 S). 

Regarding claims 9-1 1 , it is well known in the art to provide an accessory 
attachment for holding pressure washer wands and pressure washer guns, as shown in 
Fig. 1 of Rehkugler. 

Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nolan. 
Regarding claim 36, it is well known in the art to utilize a side panel to provide additional 
support for legs. 

Claim 45 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Nolan in 
view of Hobart (U.S. Patent No.: 1771889). 

Regarding claim 45, Nolan is discussed above, and fails to teach a caster 
coupled to a leg. Hobart teaches a frame further comprising a caster 3 coupled to at 
least one leg 2. It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention, to incorporate Hobart's casters on Nolan's legs, in order to move 
the unit more easily, despite its weight and guide it from place to place, as taught to be 
desirable by Hobart (see lines 8-1 1 ). 
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Conclusion 

In addition to the aforementioned references, the Applicant is encouraged to 
review form PTO-892, as it lists U.S. Patents that disclose devices capable of 
supporting an apparatus that supplies a pressurized fluid. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael McDuffie whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3832. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri., 7AM-3:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman can be reached on 571-272-6842. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomriation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated infonnation 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Michael McDuffie 
25-NOV-06 




Supen/isory Patent Examiner 
Group 3600 



